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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
2/5/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brosnan et al (US 6,682,423 B2) in view of Garahi et al (US 2001/0041612 A1). 

4. In re claim 1 , Brosnan discloses a gaming network comprising: 
a plurality of gaming machines (figure 1A); 

one or more information servers coupled to the gaming machines, the one or 
more information servers structured to store data related to the plurality of gaming 
machines and related to players of the gaming machines, and to generate data for use 
on the gaming network (figure 1A, 71-74, column 6, lines 15-46); 
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a plurality of secure wireless devices structured to couple to the one or more 
information servers (figure 1A, 52d-g, column 10, lines 2-47); 

a secure wireless receiver, other than the one or more information servers, 
structured to couple to at least one of the secure wireless devices (figure 1A, 52a-c, 
column 10, lines 2-47). While it is not explicitly disclosed that the connection of Brosnan 
is a secure data channel, it is well known in the art that wireless connections 
implemented by computer systems and machines must be secure, especially when 
communicating sensitive data such as the information being transferred in a casino. 
Such secure channels may be implemented in several ways: 

a password to access the wireless servers; 

MAC ID filtering; 

WEP and WPA encryption; 

WPA2 encryption; 

etal. 

As the system of Brosnan implements a communication interface capable of 
wireless communication (for example, a wireless router/receiver such as one 
manufactured by Linksys implementing the 802.1 1g protocol), one skilled in the art 
would have the knowledge to secure the wireless data with one of the above methods, 
and thus, would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made, as it is a well known improvement in the art that yields a predictable result. 

However, Brosnan is silent on the secure wireless devices being wireless servers 
structured to couple to the one or more information servers and being located in an area 
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in which gaming machines are available for play. Garahi teaches a wagering interface 
in which an information server is utilized (figure 2, 104, 100, and 102). Coupled to this 
is a wireless server (116). The use of multiple servers is a well known feature in the art 
used to reduce the load of a single server. Furthermore, due to the nature of wireless 
signals, the wireless server must be in a location in which the devices are in range, else 
no devices would be able to make any kind of connection, Thus the server is in the 
gaming area to provide a strong, stable signal. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the wireless servers of Garahi in order to provide a 
convenient and wireless method of providing connectivity to players in the area. 

5. In re claim 2, Brosnan discloses the at least one wireless server is structured to 
create a session with the secure wireless receiver, where the session is created when a 
player inserts a player tracking card that communicated with the game server to execute 
the functions of player tracking (column 19, lines 30-57). In other embodiments, a 
session is created when a gaming machine needs to be updated (column 20, lines 14- 
20). Garahi has been discussed regarding the use of a server with Brosnan. 

6. In re claim 3, Brosnan discloses the session is limited in duration, as the session 
lasts only as long as the player plays the gaming machine (column 19, lines 30-57). 

7. In re claim 5, Brosnan discloses a system for redeeming tickets comprising: 
one or more information servers on a gaming network, the one or more 

information servers configured to store data related to past play of gaming machines 
and related to players of the gaming machines, and to generate data for use on the 
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gaming network (column 19, lines 30-58); 

data stored on the one or more information servers relating to transactions 
previously memorialized by a ticket (column 18, lines 47-55). 

Please refer to the discussion of claim 1 regarding the wireless server and 
receiver. 

8. In re claim 6, Brosnan discloses a session detector, where the session detector 
is a card reader used to initiate a gaming session for a player (column 19, lines 30-45). 

9. In re claim 7, Brosnan discloses the ticket identifier correctly identifies a 
previously memorialized transaction (column 18, lines 18-27). 

10. In re claim 8, Brosnan discloses the information servers are configured to 
generate redemption data (column 18, lines 46-55). 

1 1 . Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brosnan 
as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Acres et al (US 5,876,284). 

12. In re claim 4, Brosnan has been discussed above, but is silent on establishing a 
session only during certain time periods. Acres teaches a bonus pool that is 
implemented during a particular time period (column 37, lines 43-56), where a bonus 
server operates said bonus pool. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to implement the bonus pool at a particular period as 
disclosed by Acres in the machine of Brosnan in order to give the casino additional 
control over bonusing conditions. 
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13. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brosnan 
in view of Garahi as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Stern (US 
6,110,044). 

Brosnan and Garahi have been discussed above, but are silent on the 
redemption data including the date and time a ticket was redeemed. Stern teaches a 
ticket redemption system in which the date and time of a ticket's creation is printed on 
the ticket (figure 2). Furthermore, upon redemption, a record is stored containing data 
relating to it, including the date and time of redemption (column 9, lines 5-17). It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize 
the date and time system of Stern in order to prevent counterfeit duplicates of winning 
tickets from being redeemed. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KEVIN Y. KIM whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3215. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, alternating 
Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on 571-272-7147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IK. Y. K.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
/XUAN M. THAI/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



